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PREFATORY  STATEMENT. 


Xo  prevent  the  possibility  of  misrepresentation, 
my  friends  have  urged  me  to  print  the  whole  of 
the  correspondence  arising  out  of  the  misunder- 
standing between  myself  and  Mr.  Guthrie  re- 
specting the  Royal  Westminster  Infirmary  for 
Diseases  of  the  Eye. 

It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  make  any  observa- 
tions on  the  facts  which  these  letters  contain,  as 
they  will,  I  hope,  be  found  to  prove  that  the  line 
of  conduct  which  I  have  pursued  has  been  one  of 
candour  towards  Mr.  Guthrie;  that  the  diffe- 
rences in  our  opinions,  both  as  respecting  the 
general  management  of  the  Eye  Infirmary,  as  well 
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as  of  the  medical  treatment  of  the  patients,  had 
never  been  concealed  by  me  ;  and  that  these  dif- 
ferences had  been  well  known  to  Mr.  Guthrie. 
Mr.  Guthrie's  letter  (No.  8.)  is  so  satisfactory  on 
these  points,  that  it  seemed  impossible  the  matter 
should  have  gone  any  further. 

The  line  taken  by  Mr.  Thomson  disappointed 
this  expectation,  and  gave  occasion  to  the  meet- 
ing of  which  an  account  is  given  in  No.  18. 

C.  F.  Forbes. 

Argyll  Street y 
January  1828. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


No.  I. 

MR.  GUTHRIE  TO  DR.  FORBES. 

My  Dear  Forbes,  Tuesday,  Dec.  11,  1827. 

I  send  you  a  statement  of  the  numbers 
admitted  at  the  Infirmary  for  the  last  five  months  of 
the  years  1826  and  1827,  by  which  you  will  perceive 
one  hundred  and  seventy-six  increase.  As  the  Com- 
mittee meets  to-morrow  at  three,  I  think  it  better  the 
statement  should  be  made  by  you,  than  that  it  should 
come  in  any  other  way  before  it;  and  I  shall  therefore 
leave  it  to  you,  provided  you  are  of  that  opinion.  In 
all  other  matters  we  are  of  the  same  thinking;  and  if 
Uie  Committee  determine  on  any  thing  in  regard  to 
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Davis,  I  have  no  sort  of  objection  to  whatever  it  may 
be,  provided  we  get  another  before  he  is  dismissed.  I 
am  in  hopes,  however,  to  learn  something  in  a  day  or 
two  about  our  building,  and  then  there  can  be  no 
difficulty. 

Ever  yours, 
(Signed)  G.  J.  Guthrie. 


Admitted,  1826. 

July,  121 

August,  85 

September,  103 

October,  100 

November,  77 

486 


1827. 

Increase. 

151 

30 

128 

43 

138 

35 

141 

41 

104 

27 

662 

176 

(Initialled)  G.  J.  G. 
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No.  II. 

DR.  FORBES  TO  MR.  GUTHRIE. 

Argyll  Street, 
December  12,  1827. 

My  Dear  Guthrie, 

I  have  received  no  summons  to  attend  the 
Committee  of  the  Eye  Infirmary  to-day,  nor  will  it  be 
in  my  power  to  do  so,  should  any  meeting  take  place, 
as  I  am  obliged  to  be  at  Lambeth  at  3  o'clock.  I 
entertain  the  same  opinion  as  formerly,  that  the 
present  hours  of  attendance  at  the  Eye  Infirmary  are 
extremely  inconvenient  to  the  poor,  by  infringing  upon 
that  time  which  is  required  for  preparing  and  partaking 
of  their  family  meal. 

I  am  sure,  had  the  former  hour  of  attendance,  (ten 
o'clock,)  been  continued,  that  the  number  of  patients 
would  not  have  diminished  as  they  did  after  the 
change  was  made ;  but  that  the  numbers  would  have 
stood  much  higher  now  than  they  do. 

With  regard  to  Davis,  I  consider  that  I  have  done 
my  duty  in  bringing  his  conduct  before  the  Committee 
with  a  view  to  his  removal ;  and  his  still  continuing  is 
contrary  to  my  opinion  and  wishes.    He  is  a  person  in 
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every  respect  improper  to  fill  the  situation  he  does. 
He  is  neither  honest  nor  sober  ;  he  is  negligent  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duties  ;  rude  and  impertinent  to  his 
superiors,  and  brutal  in  his  conduct  to  the  patients. 

With  respect  to  myself,  I  am  very  far  from 
being  satisfied  with  my  position  at  the  Infirmary  ; 
nor,  indeed,  can  I  continue,  consistently  with  what 
is  due  to  my  own  character,  to  remain  in  it,  unless 
it  be  very  materially  changed.  It  is  only  a  few  days 
ago  that,  having  left  the  Infirmary,  after  prescrib- 
ing for  the  patients,  you  arrived,  and  very  unceremo- 
niously changed  the  treatment  I  had  previously  pre- 
scribed for  two  patients  : — the  one,  a  woman,  was 
ordered  by  you  to  apply  leeches  where  I  had  not 
considered  them  necessary ;  the  other,  a  man,  in 
whom  you  counter-ordered  cupping,  where  I  had  con- 
sidered it  necessary  to  prescribe  it,  in  order  to  relieve 
the  patient  from  pain  and  inflammation  following  the 
application  of  the  strong  ointment  of  the  nitrate  of 
silver  by  you  a  day  or  two  before.  I  consider  that  I 
have  occasion  to  complain  of  your  having  made  Mr. 
Ward  (whom  Davis,  the  surgery-man,  has  informed 
me  is  the  house-pupil  at  the  Infirmary)  a  medium  of 
communication  with  me  upon  a  subject  which,  indeed. 
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as  on  all  subjects  connected  with  the  institution,  should 
be  made  by  you  and  me.  to  each  other,  either  verbally 
or  by  note,  and  not  delegated  to  a  third  person, 
particularly  to  a  pupil,  who  addressed  me  in  a  style 
bordering  upon  petulance,  and  to  which  I  cannot  per- 
mit myself  to  be  again  exposed. 

Ever  yours, 
(Signed)       Chas.  F.  Forbes. 
G.  J.  Guthrie,  Esq. 
&c.       &c.  &c. 


Extract  from  the  Minute  Book  of  the  Infirmary. 

Royal  Westminster  Infirmary  for  curing  diseases  of 
the  Eye,  9,  Warwick  Street,  Golden  Square. 
Monday,  5th  March,  1827. 

At  a  Meeting  of  the  Committee  held  this  day, 
Dr.  Forbes  stated.  That  the  attendant  Davis  is 
extremely  negligent  in  the  execution  of  the  du- 
ties of  his  situation,  and  extravagant  in  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  articles  committed  to  his  charge  ; 
also  that  his  rude  and  boisterous  conduct  to 
every  one,  but  particularly  to  the  patients,  is 
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highly  offensive;  that  his  conduct  generally  is 
calculated  to  bring  the  Infirmary  into  disrepute. 
It  has  come  to  Dr.  Forbes's  ears  that  some  pa- 
tients have  complained  out  of  doors  of  being 
treated  harshly  at  the  Infirmary.  The  number 
of  patients  attending  there  has  considerably 
diminished. 

I  certify  the  above  to  be  a  true  extract  from  the 
minute-book. 

J.  Courtney,  Secretary. 


No.  III. 

DR.  FORCES  TO  MR.  GUTHRIE. 

Dear  Guthrie, 

This  is  the  third  time  of  my  calling  to-day 
vrithout  finding  you  at  home,  to  say,  that  with  reference 
to  your  question  put  to  me  this  morning,  whether  we 
were  agreed  in  our  practice  at  the  Eye  Infirmary, 
you  must  be  aware  that  it  is  many  months  since  I  told 
you  it  was  my  opinion  that  stimulating  applications  to 
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the  eyes  of  the  patients  were  too  indiscriminately  used, 
and  that  constitutional  treatment  was,  in  many  cases, 
not  sufficiently  attended  to.  I  merely  mention  this, 
because  it  is  possible,  though  not  probable,  that  ques- 
tions might  be  put  to  me  concerning  the  practice,  in 
which  event  I  should  feel  myself  compelled  to  state 
as  above. 

Yours  ever, 

Chas.  F.  Forbes. 

Monday  Evening,  half  past  9, 
Dec.  17th,  1827. 


No.  IV.     .  ^ 

MR.  S.  BEAZLEY  TO  MR.  GUTHRIE. 

29,  Soho  Square, 
December  20,  1827. 

My  Dear  Sir, 

In  consequence  of  Dr.  James  Johnson's  having 
said  to  Dr.  Forbes  that  "  the  impression  was  that  he 
would  give  evidence  unfavorable  to  your  practice  in 
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the  late  cause  between  yourself  and  the  Lancet,'^  I 
yesterday  called  upon  that  gentleman  on  the  part  of 
Dr.  Forbes  for  an  explanation  ;  when,  in  addition  to 
the  general  rumour  which  had  induced  him  to  express 
such  an  opinion,  Dr.  Johnson  stated  that  the  same 
impression  had  been  made  upon  your  mind,  and  that 
on  leaving  the  Court  you  had  said  so  to  him. 

Under  these  circumstances,  my  dear  Sir,  I  feel  it  a 
duty  both  to  yourself  and  Dr.  Forbes  to  state,  that,  on 
receiving  the  subpoena,*  Dr.  Forbes  immediately  called 
upon  me,  and  fearing  that  the  intention  might  be  to  put 
questions  with  the  view  to  inculpate  you,  it  was  agreed 
between  us,  most  cheerfully  on  the  part  of  Dr.  Forbes, 
that  he  should  answer  no  questions  that  had  any  such 
tendency,  without  first  appealing  to  the  opinion  of 
the  judge  as  to  the  necessity  of  his  doing  so.  He  also 
expressed  himself  most  unwilling  to  go  into  the  Court 
as  a  witness. 

With  respect  to  the  letter  from  which  this  unfounded 
surmise  has  arisen,  I  am  of  course  no  judge  of  the  sub- 
ject; but  cannot  look  upon  it  in  any  other  light  than  as 
a  difference  of  opinion  with  regard  to  practice,  which 
must  occasionally  exist  among  gentlemen  of  all  pro- 
*  From  the  editor  of  the  Lancet. 
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fessions,  and  the  expression  of  which  being  a  mere  mat- 
ter of  opinion,  could  have  had  no  influence  on  the  present 
occasion. 

I  trust  that  the  motive  which  has  dictated  this 
letter  will  be  a  sufficient  apology  for  my  addressing 
you  on  the  subject, 

And  remain, 

my  dear  Sir, 

yours  very  truly, 

Samuel  Beazley. 

G,  J.  Guthrie,  Esq. 


No.  V. 

MR.  GUTHKIE  TO  MR.  BEAZLEY. 

2,  Berkeley  Street, 
Dec.  21,  Friday. 

My  Dear  Sir, 

I  beg  to  acknowledge  your  note,  received  late 
last  evening.  I  am  so  hurried  by  various  professional 
engagements,  (being  in  the  act  of  going  to  Limehouse,) 
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that  I  trust  you  will  excuse  me  if  I  do  not  reply  until 
to-noorrow. 

Very  truly  yours, 
G.  J.  Guthrie. 

S.  Beazley,  Esq. 

During  the  interval,  between  Mr.  Beazley's  letter, 
and  Mr.  Guthrie's  reply.  Dr.  Forbes  experienced  that 
unwarrantable  and  unprovoked  treatment  at  the  In- 
firmary, which  produced  the  following  statement  and 
correspondence  between  Dr.  Forbes  and  Mr.  Guthrie, 


No.  VI. 

DR.  FORBES  TO  MR.  GUTHRIE.  , 

Dear  Guthrie, 

As  I  have  through  the  whole  of  our  differ- 
ences endeavoured  to  be  perfectly  open,  I  inclose  you 
a  statement  which  I  have  now  drawn  up  of  the  treat- 
ment to  which  I  was  most  unwarrantably  exposed  on 
my  last  visit  to  the  Infirmary,  and  which  I  have 
already  submitted  to  Sir  James  M'Gregor;  and  al- 
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though  I  am  unwilling  to  suppose  that  such  conduct 
could,  in  the  remotest  degree,  be  authorised  by  you  ; 
yet,  from  all  the  recent  circumstances,  and  from  the 
false  reports  which  are  of  course  repeated  to  me,  with 
regard  to  my  conduct  in  your  trial  with  the  Lancet,  I 
feel  it  a  duty  to  request  to  know  distinctly  from  your- 
self that  such  has  not  been  the  case  ;  and  if  it  has  not, 
I  feel  assured  that  you,  as  my  colleague,  for  your  own 
sake  as  well  as  mine,  will  feel  the  absolute  necessity 
luat  some  public  mark  of  reprobation  from  the  princi- 
pals of  the  Institution  should  be  attached  to  such 
conduct. 

Expecting  to  hear  from  you  immediately  upon  this 
subject, 

I  am  ever  yours, 
C.  F.  Forbes. 

Saturday  Night,  10  o'Clock, 
Dec.  22,  1827. 

Dr.  Forbes's  Statement  of  the  circumstances  tvhich  oc- 
curred at  the  Westminster  Eye  Infirmary,  on  his 
visit  this  morning,  Thursday ,  December  20th, 

On  Entering  the  Infirmary,  I  was  accosted  by  Mr. 
Ward  and  Dr.  Auchinlech,  who,  in  a  very  rude  and 
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insolent  tone,  called  me,  while  I  was  prescribing  for 
the  patients,  into  Mr.  Ward's  room,  and  told  me  I  had 
Jbeen  guilty  of  an  untrue  statement,  in  denying  the 
correctness  of  the  book  of  entry  of  the  patients,  in 
which  they  felt  their  characters  were  implicated.  Not- 
withstanding the  insulting  manner  in  which  this  attack 
(for  I  call  it  nothing  else)  was  made  upon  me,  I  as- 
sured them,  upon  my  honor,  that  I  had  not  the  slight- 
est intention  of  casting  any  imputation  upon  them 
^  that  they  had  been  at  the  Infirnmry  but  a  short  time, 
whilst  the  book  in  question  had  been  used  for  years;  and 
that  it  had  been  kept  exposed  in  an  open  drawer ;  and 
that  the  entries  had  been  made  by  any  body  who  hap- 
pened to  be  at  hand,  but  by  no  one  in  particular ;  that 
this  being  the  case,  I  was  surprised  to  find  that  they 
should  conceive  that  I  could  have  meant  to  attach  any 
blame  to  either  of  them  ;  but  that,  as  it  appeared  to 
be  so,  I  was  ready  to  declare,  either  publicly  or 
privately,  by  writing  or  by  printing,  that  I  had  no  in- 
tention of  casting  reflections  upon  any  individual: 
but  that  I  could  not  acknowledge  the  book  to  b6  a 
document  to  be  depended  upon ;  because,  according 
to  my  o^vn  observations,  the  patients  were  less  nu- 
merous than  they  had  been  before  the  hours  were 
changed. 
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Without  paying  attention  to  this  explanation,  Mr. 
Ward,  in  the  same  insulting  tone  and  manner,  said, 
"  Sir,  had  you  stated  this  upon  oath  before  a  court  of 
justice,  you  would  have  perjured  yourself.  I  am  your 
equal  in  every  respect."  I  replied  :  "  Recollect,  Sir, 
that  you  are  a  pupil,  and  that  I  am  a  physician  to 
this  Institution."  On  which  Mr.  Ward  said,  I  am 
house-surgeon,  Sir."  To  which  I  answered,  There  is 
no  house-surgeon  to  this  Institution  that  I  know  of 
you  are  the  house-pupil.  To  this  Mr.  Ward  added, 
in  the  same  insulting  manner,  Then,  Sir,  you 
should  have  stated  this  before  the  Committee  when  I 
signed  the  return." 

I  thought  it  derogatory  to  my  situation  to  continue 
this  discussion  with  pupils  who  are  supposed  to  be 
learning  their  profession  at  an  Institution  to  which 
I  am  physician,  and  therefore  was  about  to  retire, 
but  Mr.  Ward  continued  his  insulting  language;  and, 
amongst  other  things,  said,  that  the  reason  that  the 
patients  did  not  appear  to  be  so  numerous  was,  be- 
cause they  would  not  see  me ;  and  that,  as  a  proof 
of  that,  he  had  put  aside  Mr.  Guthrie's  numerical 
tickets,  which  would  show  the  truth  of  what  he  had 
asserted.   I  asked  Mr.  Ward  if  he  was  not  aware  that 
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I  always  gave  such  patients  as  desired  to  see  Mr. 
Guthrie  an  opportunity  of  doing  so,  and  that  I  always 
encouraged  this  desire  whenever  it  was  expressed. 
I  also  reminded  Mr.  Ward  that  the  patients  whose 
cases  were  strictly  surgical  I  never  interfered  with, 
but  was  in  the  habit  of  referring  them  to  Mr.  Guthrie. 
Having  seen  ail  the  patients  who  presented  them- 
selves, nineteen  in  continuous  numbers,  at  half  past 
twelve  o'clock,  as  I  was  quitting  the  Infirmary,  Mr. 
Ward  again  addressed  me  in  the  same  rude  manner, 
desiring  to  know  whether  I  wished  to  see  Mr.  Guthrie's 
tickets  as  compared  to  my  own  ;  to  which  I  made  no 
other  reply,  than  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  Mr. 
Ward  or  any  pupil  who  presumed  to  address  ftie  in  the 
manner  he  did,  or  words  to  that  effect.  In  addition  to 
this,  I  have  to  state  that,  on  entering  the  room  in  which 
I  was  prescribing  for  the  patients,  Mr.  Thomson, 
upon  my  bowing  to  him,  said,  "  Dr.  Forbes,  I  re- 
quest you  will  never  speak  to  me  again  :  you  have  be- 
trayed your  friend  Mr.  Guthrie,  by  writing  that  letter 
to  him  of  Monday  night  (Dec.  17). 
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No.  VII. 

'  MR.  GUTHRIE  TO  DR.  FORBES, 

2,  Berkeley  Street, 
Dec.  23,  1827. 
Mr.  Guthrie,  in  reply  to  Dr.  Forbes'  note, 
received  at  eleven  last  night,  and  statement  of  the  in- 
sults offered  to  him  by  Dr.  Auchinlech,  Mr.  Thom- 
son, and  Mr.  Ward,  at  the  Infirmary  on  Thursday, 
distinctly  disavows  any  knowledge  of,  or  participation 
in,  the  transaction.  He  regrets  Mr.  Ward  should  have 
conducted  himself  improperly  to  Dr.  Forbes,  as  he 
gave  him  strict  directions  on  Wednesday  evening  to 
observe  that  respectful  demeanor  towards  him  which 
is  due  to  the  physician  of  the  Infirmary.  He  repeated 
these  directions  in  writing  on  Saturday  (yesterday) 
morning,  and  he  has  this  day  desired  Mr.  Ward,  being 
his  articled  student,  to  remove  from  the  Infirmary.  Dr. 
Auchinlech  being  a  graduate  in  medicine,  and  Mr, 
Thomson  a  surgeon  resident  in  London,  neither  of 
them  being  students,  nor  under  Mr.  Guthrie's  control, 
and  both  being  near  thirty  years  of  age,  must  be  an- 


20 

swerable  for  their  own  conduct.  Mr.  Guthrie  consi- 
ders that  Dr.  Forbes'  note  to  him  of  last  Monday 
evening  puts  an  end  to  all  communications  between 
them. 


No.  VIII. 

MR.  GUTHRIE  TO  MR.  SAMUEL  BEAZLEY. 

2,  Berkeley  Street, 
Dec.  22,  1827. 

My  Dear  Sir,  . 

I  beg  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  the 
20th,  received  late  the  same  evening ;  and  in  reply  to 
your  question,  have  no  hesitation  in  stating,  that  the 
note  Dr.  Forbes  wrote  in  my  room,  and  left  at  my 
house  at  half  past  nine  o'clock  on  Monday  evening, 
but  which  I  did  not  receive  until  my  return  home  at 
eleven,  caused  me  to  adopt  the  line  of  conduct  I  pur- 
sued next  morning,  in  withdrawing  the  record  in  my 
trial  against  Mr.  Wakley.  When  I  brought  an  action 
against  the  Editor  of  the  Lancet  for  a  libel,  it  was  not 
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to  recover  damages  on  account  of  the  matter  being 
libellous,  (although  true,)  but  to  prove  that  every 
statement  in  it  was  false,  and  on  that  ground  to  obtain 
a  verdict.  As  a  public  man,  I  consider  all  my  public 
acts  open  to  investigation  and  animadversion.  I  only 
require  that  the  statements  on  which  the  animadver- 
sions are  made  shall  be  true.  Every  one  of  those 
which  I  impugned  in  the  Lancet,  I  declared  to  be 
false  ;  and  the  insinuations  resulting  from  them  to  be 
equally  without  foundation.  Points  on  which  I  be- 
lieved myself  to  be  prepared  with  evidence,  nothing 
could  deprecate  or  overturn. 

That  Dr.  Forbes,  from  certain  trifling  diff'erences, 
which  had  existed  for  th^  last  year  and  a  half,  (but 
which  had  no  reference  to  the  practice  of  the  patients,) 
might  not  prove  a  friendly  witness,  I  was  assured ;  but 
to  all  the  observations  made  to  me,  that  he  would  turn 
out  decidedly  hostile,  I  always  (although  perhaps 
1  very  unadvisedly)  denied  its  possibility,  declaring  that 
he  neither  could  nor  would  say  any  thing  against  me 
I    in  the  event  of  his  being  called  on  the  trial. 

Dr.  Forbes  informed  me  the  beginning  of  last  week 
that  his  friend  Mr.  Wardrop  had  written  him  a  note, 
saying  the  Editor  of  the  Lancet  intended  to  subpoena 
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him,  I>r.  Forbes,  and  Sir  James  M'Gregor,  but  that 
it  was  only  on  some  question  relative  to  Mr.  Alexan- 
der, which  I  told  him  was  absurd,  and  merely  to  con- 
ceal the  real  object.  On  Thursday  last,  the  13th,  in 
consequence  of  a  letter  I  had  received  from  Dr. 
Forbes  the  evening  before,  in  answer  to  one  of  mine, 
but  which  does  not  advert  to  this  subject,  I  requested 
him  to  accompany  me  into  the  house-surgeon's  room 
at  the  Infirmary,  and  in  a  conversation  of  nearly  half 
an  hour's  duration,  went  over  several  points  connected 
with  the  establishment,  which  he  had  noticed  in  that 
letter,  as  well  as  with  relation  to  its  future  prospects, 
and  our  own  proceedings,  and  drew  his  attention  to 
the  great  success  which  had  attended  the  threefold  in- 
crease I  had  latterly  made  to  the  stimulatory  plan  of 
treatment ;  a  success  which  almost  appeared  magical, 
and  which  would,  I  thought,  be  decisive  as  to  the 
mode  of  practice  to  be  adopted  hereafter  in  all  chro- 
nic cases.  I  ventured  to  suggest,  that  as  he  had,^  on 
the  subjects  in  question  fallen  into  a  misconception, 
he  should  for  the  future  be  certain  offence  was  intended 
before  he  believed  it ;  and  I  explained  that  in  no  in- 
stance in  which  he  had  supposed  it  to  be  offered,  had 
it  been  intended.    I  conceited  he  was  perfectly  satis- 
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fied  with  the  explanation.  Some  friends  of  mine  still 
persisting  that  Dr.  Forbes  would  give  evidence  as  a 
witness  injurious  to  me,  and  such  as  I  did  not  expect, 
I  determined  on  coming  to  what  I  thought  would  be  a 
distinct  understanding ;  and  I  accordingly  waited  on 
Dr.  Forbes  on  Monday  morning  last  at  ten  o'clock. 
After  a  few  minutes'  conversation  direct  to  the  pur- 
pose, I  left  him  with  the  conviction,  that  whatever 
questions  might  be  put  to  him,  he  would  say  nothing 
detrimental  to  me — favorable  I  did  not  expect.  At 
an  adjourned  meeting  of  the  Committee  of  the  Infir- 
mary, held  at  half  past  three  o'clock,  the  same  day,  (at 
which  I  was  not  present,  being  engaged  at  the  College 
of  Surgeons,)  it  was  proved,  that  between  the  months 
of  March  and  November,  both  inclusive,  the  number 
of  patients  admitted  on  the  books  had  increased  by 
upwards  of  170  above  the  number  of  the  corresponding 
months  of  the  years  1825  and  1826,  demonstrating  to 
the  satisfaction  of  every  member  of  the  Committee  that 
Dr.  Forbes'  statement,  made  in  March  last,  that  the 
number  of  patients  had  diminished  on  account  of  the 
change  of  the  hour  of  attendance,  was  an  error,  the 
increase  of  that  month  of  March  alone  being  eigh- 
teen.   This  statement,  in  which  my  name  was  not  men- 
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tioned,  although  the  change  in  the  hours  of  attendance 
was  made  at  my  request,  was  what  the  Editor  of  the 
Lancet,  in  his  correspondence,  was  pleased  to  call  a 
protest.  Dr.  Forbes  did  not  deny  that  the  books 
proved  the  fact  of  an  increase ;  but  he  declared  the  im- 
pression still  existed  in  his  mind  that  the  numbers  had 
diminished;  and,  if  called  upon  in  Court,  the  next 
day,  he  should  give  evidence  to  that  effect,  although 
the  Committee  should  pass  a  vote  of  thanks  for  the  at- 
tention which  led  to  such  increase.  This  was  com- 
municated to  me  at  the  same  time  as  I  received  Dr. 
Forbes'  note,  viz.  on  Monday  evening,  at  eleven 
o'clock,  on  my  return  from  a  consultation  with  my 
counsel.  I  was  then  also  informed  that  Dr.  Forbes 
had  called  on  me  at  five  o'clock,  and  again  at  seven, 
previously  to  writing  the  note  in  my  room  at  half-past 
nine.  If  Dr.  Forbes  had  been  satisfied  in  his  own 
mind  that  he  had  made  me  fully  aware  of  his  intentions, 
in  either  of  our  conversations  of  the  preceding  Thurs- 
day, or  of  that  morning,  he  would  not  have  called 
on  me  three  times  in  one  evening  to  explain,  or  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  leave  me  a  note  expressive  of 
his  determination  on  the  subject;  viz.  to  give  that 
which  I  take  to  be  the  strongest  possible  evidence 
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against  me,  or  the  only  point  of  any  importance  in  the 
libel  wHh  which  he  was  in  any  way  acquainted. 

To  have  gone  into  Court  to  have  myself  abused,  I 
should  not  have  minded,  provided  a  complete  and 
triumphant  proof  of  the  falsehoods  and  insinuations 
stated  had  followed,  certified  by  a  verdict  giving 
heavy  damages  ;  but  to  subject  myself  to  that  abuse, 
and  then  to  have  my  colleague  called  as  a  witness,  and 
to  have  him  give  evidence  in  unequivocal  support  of 
the  matter  of  the  libel,  could  only  have  obtained  for 
me  the  appellation  of  a  blockhead  :  I  had  more  sense 
than  to  do  it. 

I  admit  that  Dr.  Forbes  is  fully  entitled  to  entertain 
his  own  opinion  of  me,  and  of  my  practice,  and  to 
have  given  it  on  this  very  trial,  if  he  pleased.  I  do  not 
complain  of  this ;  but  I  confess  I  was  hurt  to  find  he 
had  allowed  me  either  to  misunderstand  him,  or  to 
^•emain  unacquainted  with  his  intention  to  act  deci- 
dedly against  me,  until  it  was  too  late  to  take  any 
other  course  than  that  which  I  was  obliged  to  adopt, 
and  the  reason  for  which  I  was  obliged  to  give,  namely, 
that  I  found  my  colleague  had  determined  to  give  evi- 
dence directly  against  me.    It  is  necessary  also  to  in- 
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form  you,  that  on  going  into  Court,  I  met,  and  asked 
Dr.  Forbes  if  he  was  determined  to  abide  by  his  letter 
to  me  of  the  preceding  evening.  He  replied  he  was ;  to 
which  I  said  it  would  put  an  end  to  the  proceedings, 
and  l«ft  him. 

If  Dr.  Forbes  had  written  to  me  the  same  letter  on 
the  day  he  was  subpoenaed,  or  received  the  intimation 
from  Mr.  Wardrop  of  the  intention  of  the  Editor  of  the 
Lancet  to  do  it,  I  should  have  been  prepared;  and 
however  I  might  have  been  annoyed,  I  should  have 
been  obliged  by  his  timely  information,  and  for  which 
(although  late)  I  do  still  feel  obliged,  when  compared 
with  that  course  you  say  in  your  note  he  had  intended 
to  pursue,  and  which  would  have  proved  more  inju- 
rious than  any  open  declaration  against  me. 

That  Dr.  Forbes'  conclusions  relative  to  my  prac- 
tice are  erroneous,  I  am  ready  to  prove.  The  practi- 
tioners and  students  attending  the  practice  of  the  Infir- 
mary will,  I  am  confident,  support  that  proof  to  a 
man  : — an  examination  of  the  patients  now  attending 
will  establish  it  on  every  point ;  and  for  that  proof 
and  that  examination  I  have  applied,  requesting  the 
treasurer  to  take  such  measures  with  the  Committee  as 
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will  enable  the  governors  of  the  charity,  who  are  pro- 
fessional men,  to  make  the  necessary  inquiry. 

I  am, 

my  dear  Sir, 

very  truly  yours, 
(Signed)  G.J.Guthrie. 

I  have  annexed  a  copy  of  Dr.  Forbes'  letter  ;*  and 
it  is  necessary  I  should  add,  that  Dr.  Forbes  did  say 
to  me,  some  months  ago,  and  previously  to  the  appear- 
ance of  the  libel  in  the  Lancet,  he  had  heard  it 
said,  out  of  doors,  that  we  used  stimulants  more  than 
other  people,  and  less  of  general  treatment,  and  that 
we  should  certainly  be  attacked  in  the  Lancet.  To 
which  I  replied,  that  if  the  Lancet  proved  we  were 
wrong,  we  would  amend ;  if  what  was  said  was  false,  we 
would  resist  it ;  that  I  knew  it  arose  altogether  from 
envy  at  the  popularity  and  reputation  the  Infirmary 
bad  acquired  ;  that  I  was  always  changing  my  reme- 
dies and  plans  as  long  as  the  effect  did  not  correspond 
with  my  expectations;  and  that  I  wished  he  would  do 
the  same,  when  he  would  soon  be  convinced  by  the  re- 
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suit.  The  word  indiscriminately"  was  never  used,  to 
my  recollection ;  and  if  Dr.  Forbes  had  made  use  of 
such  an  offensive  expression  to  me  from  himself,  I 
should  have  immediately  separated  my  patients  from 
his,  and  all  communication  would  have  ceased  between 
us. 

(Signed)      G.  J.  Guthrie. 


No.  IX. 

MR.  BEAZLEY  TO  MR.  GUTHRIE. 

Soho  Square, 
Dec.  24th. 

My  dear  Sir, 

In  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  your  reply 
to  my  letter,  which  came  yesterday,  and  which  I  have 
of  course  forwarded  to  Dr.  Forbes,  I  have  to  thank 
you  for  your  attention  to  my  communication. 

Believe  me, 

yours  truly, 
S.  Beazley. 
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No.  X. 

MR.  BEAZLEY  TO  MR.  GUTHRIE. 

29,  Soho  Square, 
Dec.  24,  1827, 
11  o'clock,  night. 

My  dear  Sir, 

You  are  aware  from  my  note  that  I  imme- 
diately forwarded  your  communication  to  Dr.  Forbes, 
who,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  does  not  admit  your  answer 
to  be  a  correct  statement  of  the  circumstances  between 
you ;  but,  independent  of  this,  as  it  by  no  means  con- 
I    tains  a  distinct  denial  of  your  having  stated  that  he  in- 
j    tended  to  give  his  evidence  against  you,  you  make  it 
i    compulsory  on  him  to  say,  that  as  he  never  could  have 
I    an  idea  of  either  friendly  or  hostile  evidence,  (using 
j    your  own  expressions,)  he  must  require  a  distinct  denial 
si   of  any  imputation  on  your  part  implying,  either  directly 
i|   or  indirectly,  that  he  could  have  been  influenced  by  any 
ij   thing  else  than  his  own  conviction  of  the  truth ;  and 
(I   at  the  same  time,  certain  parts  of  your  communication 
ij   require  a  distinct  acknowledgment  from  you  whether 
I   the  substance  of  his  letter  of  the  12th  instant,  and  from 
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many  previous  conversations,  you  were  not  in  posses- 
sion of  his  sentiments  with  regard  to  the  points  upon 
which  you  imagined  he  could  be  examined.  Allow 
me  from  myself  to  say,  that  having  read  Dr.  Forbes' 
note  of  Monday  evening,  the  17th,  on  which  you  lay  so 
much  stress,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  can  be  considered 
only  as  a  more  complete  explanation  of  a  paragraph  of 
his  letter  of  the  12th  December,  and  by  no  means  a 
new  point  of  difference  in  opinion  of  which  you  had 
been  unaware  until  the  receipt  of  that  letter. 

Regretting,  my  dear  sir,  that  I  am  the  medium  of 
such  a  communication, 

Believe  me, 
&c.  &c.  &c. 

Sam.  Beazley. 

G.  J.  Guthrie,  Esq, 
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No.  XI. 

MR.  GUTJIRIE  TO  MR.  S.  BEAZLEY. 

2,  Berkeley  Street, 
Dec.  25, 1827. 

My  dear  Sir, 

I  am  most  ready  to  make  any  admission  wliich 
may  be  satisfactory  to  Dr.  Forbes,  and  at  the  same 
time  consistent  with  my  own  honor. 

I  believe,  in  anj^  thing  Dr.  Forbes  might  have  said  of 
me  as  an  evidence,  he  would  have  spoken  from  a  convic- 
tion of  its  truth,  although  I  am  equally  satisfied  that  if 
he  had  made  use  of  the  expressions  contained  in  his  letter 
to  me  of  the  17th  instant,  that  conviction,  however  honest, 
would  have  been  founded  in  error.  In  regard  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  evidence  which  Dr.  Forbes  gave  me  to  under- 
stand I  might  expect — it  was  this :  That  although 
little  differences  of  opinion  had  existed  between  us,  and 
did  still  exist,  they  were  not  of  a  nature  to  induce  him  to 
say  any  thing  detrimental  to  my  professional  reputa- 
tion. I  was  perfectly  aware,  that  if  pressed,  Dr.  Forbes 
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would  have  said  that  I  used  stimulants  more  than  he 
did,  which  would  have  been  a  mere  difference  of 
opinion  of  no  consequence ;  but  to  say  '  they  were  too 
indiscriminately  used,  and  that  constitutional  treat- 
ment was,  in  many  cases,  not  sufficiently  attended  to,^ 
was  also  expressing  an  opinion  as  to  my  want  of  judg- 
ment, which  could  not  have  failed  to  make  a  strong 
impression  in  every  quarter,  and  which  appeared  likely 
to  be  highly  detrimental  to  me,  as  coming  from  my  col- 
league, the  physician  to  the  Infirmary,  and  being  in  fact 
in  direct  support  of  the  matter  of  the  libel.  It  is  the 
opinion  of  all  my  friends  at  this  moment,  and  of  my 
solicitor,  that  it  was  not,  nor  is,  my  interest  to  go  into 
Court  with  such  evidence  against  me,  although  I  should 
even  obtain  a  verdict.  Dr.  Forbes  says  he  neither 
intended  his  evidence  should  be  friendly  or  hostile  to 
me.  This  was  precisely  what  I  expected — what  I  was 
prepared  for  previously  to  the  receipt  of  his  letter  of 
the  17th.  But  with  my  view  of  that  letter  I  could  not 
hesitate.  No  one  will  deny  the  right  of  judging  for 
myself,  and  if  I  conceived  the  evidence  which  Dr. 
Forbes  states  in  that  letter  he  should  be  compelled  to 
give  if  examined  on  those  points  would  be  highly  de- 
trimental to  me,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  I 
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should  be  called  upon  to  declare  my  opinion  to  be  the 
reverse.  If  any  charge  is  made  against  Dr.  Forbes  by 
the  profession,  in  consequence  of  my  having  said  to 
Dr.  Johnson  that  I  understood  from  Dr.  Forbes'  letter 
that  his  evidence  would  be  against  me,  and  that  I  there- 
fore did  not  think  fit  to  go  to  trial,  (which  I  certainly 
did  say,)  he  has  only  to  publish  that  letter  (if  he  thinks 
it  necessary)  in  the  journals,  and  the  profession  will 
then  judge  whether  his  view  or  mine  of  the  matter  be 
correct ;  and  to  the  judgment  of  that  profession  I  am 
willing  to  submit.  Dr.  Forbes'  letter  of  the  12th 
does  not  advert  to  any  opinion  he  was  to  give  in  evi- 
dence. The  only  passage  which  can  be  construed  to 
relate  to  it  is  that  concerning  a  man  in  whom  cupping 
was  delayed,  and  to  a  woman  for  whom  leeches  were 
ordered  by  me.  I  explained  the  next  day  to  Dr.  Forbes, 
that  of  the  woman  I  actually  knew  nothing.  I  did  not 
recollect  having  seen  such  a  person ;  and  that  if  she  had 
asked  me  to  allow  her  to  apply  leeches,  I  had  given 
my  consent  without  knowing  she  had  seen  Dr.  Forbes. 
With  respect  to  the  man,  I  told  Dr.  Forbes  it  was  I 
had  the  right  to  complain,  inasmuch  as  the  man  was 
under  my  care  for  a  particular  treatment,  viz.  the 
strong  argentum  nitratum  ointment ;  the  effect  of 
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which  I  had  publicly  explained  to  the  students  before 
him,  stating-  that  the  inflammation  was  always  increased 
for  three  or  four  days,  when  it  declined,  leaving  a  great 
improvement  in  the  state  of  the  patient.  This  man,  who 
bad  been  desired  to  remain  below  always  for  me,  pre- 
sented himself  by  mistake  to  Dr.  Forbes  on  the  2d  day 
after  the  application  had  been  made,  which  was  marked 
on  his  letter.  Dr.  Forbes  immediately  ordered  him  to 
be  cupped.  When  I  arrived,  I  expressed  my  regret 
Dr.  Forbes  should  have  seen  him,  and  desired  the  house- 
surgeon  to  suspend  the  cupping  for  two  days,  as  it 
would  interfere  with  the  progress  of  the  case,  and  ob- 
scure the  effect  of  the  remedy. 

Having  thus  given  you  every  explanation  in  my 
power,  I  do  not  think  a  prolongation  of  this  corre- 
spondence can  lead  to  any  further  beneficial  result,  and 
will  therefore  beg  of  you  to  believe  me,  with  great 
regret  for  the  trouble  I  have  given, 

Very  truly, 

your  obliged  servant, 
S.  Beazley,  Esq.  G.  J.  Guthrie. 

If  there  should  be  occasion  to  write  to  me,  pray  do 
me  the  favor  to  let  your  letter  reach  me  between  ten 
and  twelve  of  the  forenoon. 
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No.  XII. 

MR.  S.  BEAZLEY  TO  MR.  GUTHRIE. 

29,  Sobo  Square, 
Wednesday,  Dec.  26,  1827. 

My  Dear  Sir, 

I  am  happy  that  your  letter  of  yesterday  ena- 
bles me  to  say  that  I  cannot  but  consider  your  distinct 
acknowledgment  that  Dr.  Forbes  could  not  have  been 
influenced,  had  he  been  called  on  to  give  evidence  of 
any  thing  else  than  his  conviction  of  the  truth,  as  per- 
fectly satisfactory,  and  that  your  denial  of  having  in- 
tended to  cast  any  imputation  on  him  that  could  imply 
any  thing  more  than  a  mere  difference  of  professional 
opinion,  which  you  must  allow  any  man  has  a  right  to 
express,  removes  the  necessity  of  any  further  explana- 
tion. 

I  conclude  of  course  that  you  can  have  no  objec- 
tion to  Dr.  Forbes  or  his  friends  making  use  of  your 
letter  to  remove  any  contrary  impression  that  may 
have  been  received  on  the  subject. 

I  beg  leave  to  express  my  pleasure  at  such  a  satis- 
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factory  conclusion  having  been  put  to  so  painful  a 
correspondence  by  the  frankness  and  candour  with 
which  you  have  met  the  question, 

And  believe  me, 
my  dear  Sir, 
very  truly  yours, 

S.  Beazley. 

G.  J.  Guthrie,  Esq. 


No.  XIII. 

2,  Berkeley  Street, 
Dec.  27,  1827. 

My  Dear  Sir, 

In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  26th  inst.,  I 
beg  to  say,  I  can  have  no  objection  to  Dr.  Forbes  or 
his  friends  making  any  use  they  please  of  my  letters ; 
but  I  trust  it  is  distinctly  understood,  that  if  this  im- 
plies publication,  the  whole  correspondence  must  be 
published,  and  not  a  part. 

I  am,  my  dear  Sir, 
very  truly  yours, 

G.J.Guthrie. 

S.  Beazley,  Esq. 
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No.  XIV. 

20,  Soho  Square, 
Dec.  27,  1827. 

My  Dear  Sir, 

I  had  no  allusion  to  publication  in  my  letter 
of  yesterday.  I  am  no  advocate  for  it  in  the  case  of 
private  individuals,  unless  there  is  any  absolute  neces- 
sity, which  I  do  not  at  present  see  in  this  affair ;  but  if 
any  should  arise,  of  course  it  must  be  of  the  whole,  and 
not  any  particular  part  of  the  correspondence. 

Believe  me, 

very  truly  yours, 
S.  Beazley. 

G.  J.  Guthrie,  Esq. 

No.  XV. 

MR.  BEAZLEY  TO  MR.  GUTHRIE. 

29,  Soho  Square, 
Dec.  31,  Monday  Evening. 

My  Dear  Sir, 

Notwithstanding  your  admission  of  the  25th 
inst.,  which  I  was  happy  in  considering  as  a  complete 
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denial  on  your  part  of  any  imputation  on  Dr.  Forbes' 
motives  in  his  conduct  towards  you  in  the  late  transac- 
tions connected  with  your  prosecution  of  the  Editor 
of  the  Lancet, — Dr.  Forbes  cannot  help  feeling  more 
than  astonished  at  his  being  after  all  under  the  pain- 
ful necessity  of  calling  Mr.  Thomson  (with  whom  he 
never  had  the  slightest  difference)  to  account  for  ex- 
pressions used  towards  him,  and  which  could  only 
have  been  in  consequence  of  impressions  which  he  had 
hoped  would  have  been  done  away  with  by  you,  as 
much  for  your  own  sake  as  for  that  of  Mr.  Thomson. 
As,  however,  it  does  not  appear  that  any  step  was 
taken  by  you  either  to  prevent  that  unfortunate  cir- 
cumstance, or  to  hinder  a  repetition  of  similar  occur- 
rences, Dr.  Forbes  feels  himself  compelled,  from  a 
proper  sense  of  what  is  due  to  himself,  to  inform  you, 
that  as  he  cannot  again  condescend  to  put  himself  on 
a  footing  with  any  of  those  gentlemen  who,  either  as 
students  or  visitors,  may  be  in  attendance  at  the  Eye 
Infirmary,  and  with  whom  he  can  have  no  cause  of 
personal  dispute,  he  must  hold  you  responsible  for  any 
incivility  or  insult  which  he  may  in  future  receive 
whilst  in  the  performance  of  his  duty  at  that  Institu- 
tion, from  any  one  connected  with  it. 


39 

This  declaration  would  have  been  forwarded  to  you 
yesterday  evening,  but  that  I  had  understood  from 
Dr.  Hume  that  it  was  likely  I  might  receive  a  com- 
munication from  you  in  the  course  of  this  day,  which 
probably  might  have  prevented  the  necessity  for  it 
altogether. 

Believe  me, 
my  dear  Sir, 

yours  faithfully, 
S.  Beazley. 

G. Guthrie,  Esq. 


No.  XVI. 

2,  Berkeley  Street, 
2d  Jan.  1828. 

My  Dear  Sir, 

In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  31st  ult.,  deli- 
vered at  eleven  at  night,  I  beg  to  refer  you  to  mine  to 
Dr.  Forbes  of  the  23d  ult.  in  answer  to  his  letter  and 
statement  of  the  22d,  in  which  my  feelings  and  senti- 
ments are  expressed  in  a  manner  which  cannot  I  be- 
lieve be  misunderstood,  and  from  which  I  will  not 
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deviate  :  nevertheless,  whenever  Dr.  Forbes  shall  think 
fit  to  call  upon  me  in  the  manner  to  which  I  presume 
you  allude  for  any  occurrences  which  may  take  place 
at  the  Infirmary,  I  shall  be  ready  to  answer  him.  I  am 
sorry  you  should  not  have  judged  it  expedient  to 
attend  to  the  wish  expressed  in  my  last  letter  of  send- 
ing yours  to  me  between  the  hours  of  ten  and  twelve 
in  the  morning,  and  I  must  therefore  request  that  if 
any  farther  communication  be  necessary  after  this  very 
long  correspondence,  it  may  be  made  to  my  friend 
Dr.  Gordon,  at  his  office,  No.  5,  Berkeley  Street, 
under  whose  advice  I  have  acted,  and  in  whose  hands 
the  letters  which  have  passed  between  us  are  placed. 

I  am,  my  dear  Sir, 
very  truly, 

your  obedient  servant, 

G.  J.  Guthrie. 

S.  Beazley,  Esq. 
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No.  XVII. 

MR.  JOHN  HARDVVICK  TO  DR.  FORBES. 

Albany,  K,  5, 
Monday,  Dec.  24. 
I  am  exceedingly  vexed,  my  dear  Doctor,  to 
hear  that  within  the  last  few  days  you  have  been  so 
much  annoyed  by  a  report,  that  it  was  in  consequence  of 
your  intention  to  give  evidence  against  Mr.  Guthrie, 
in  his  action  against  the  Lancet,  the  cause  was  ulti- 
mately withdrawn  :  that  such  was  not  your  inten- 
tion I  am  perfectly  convinced  from  the  conversation  I 
had  with  you  almost  immediately  upon  the  receipt  of 
the  subpoena,  in  the  course  of  which  you  more  than 
once  unequivocally  expressed  your  concern  at  being 
called  as  a  witness  by  the  adverse  party,  lest  from  a 
difference  of  opinion  that  had  long  subsisted  between 
yourself  and  Mr.  Guthrie,  and  which  that  gentleman 
well  knew,  with  respect  to  some  points  of  practice,  and 
the  general  administration  of  the  affairs  of  the  Eye 
Infirmary,  any  thing  should  be  elicited  from  you  in 
the  course  of  the  inquiry  that  might  be  considered  as 
prejudicial  to  Mr.  Guthrie's  cause.    But,  situated  as 
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you  were,  it  was  your  determination  not  to  utter  one 
syllable  more  than  was  necessary  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions^ put  to  you  by  counsel.  Thus  much  truly  and 
straight-forwardly  you,  as  a  man  of  honor,  felt  yourself 
bound  to  do  without  reference  to  consequences.  That  if 
it  shauld  have  the  effect  of  weakening  Mr.  Guthrie's 
appeal  to  a  jury,  howmuchsoever  it  might  be  a  sub- 
ject of  regret,  you  never  would  descend  for  him  or  any 
man  living,  to  what  might  seem  to  approach  to  evasive 
or  equivocal  testimony.  This  I  well  recollect  was 
the  substance  of  your  observations  on  the  subject  of 
the  subpcEna,  that  so  far  from  willingly  stepping  for- 
ward to  give  evidence  that  might  in  any  way  tend  to 
prejudice  Mr.  Guthrie,  you  lamented  to  me  the  pain- 
ful position  in  which  you  found  yourself  so  unexpec- 
tedly placed. 

Yours  ever, 

J.  Hardwick. 

Br.  Torbes. 


No.  XVIII. 


Certified  Account  of  the  Meeting  between  Dr.  Forbes 


Mr.  Thomson  having  publicly  made  use  of  an 
expression  to  Dr.  Forbes  which  made  it  incumbent 
upon  him  to  call  on  Mr.  Thomson  for  satisfaction,  the 
parties  met  at  half  past  three  o'clock  this  day  on 
Clapham  Common,  (Dr.  Forbes  accompanied  by  his 
friend  Dr.  Hume,  and  Mr.  Thomson  by  Mr.  Burn  of 
the  53d  regiment,)  when  having  exchanged  two  shots, 
an  attempt  was  made  on  the  part  of  the  seconds  to 
bring  about  an  accommodation,  which  however  proved 
unsuccessful :  a  third  brace  of  pistols  were  then  dis- 
charged, when  Mr.  Burn  asked  Dr.  Hume  whether  he 
did  not  think  the  business  had  been  carried  sufficiently 
far  for  the  honor  of  both  parties  ?  Dr.  Hume  and  Mr, 
Burn  then  conferred  together,  and  agreed  that  they 
eould  not,  consistently  with  their  own  characters,  per- 
mit the  affair  to  proceed  any  further,  however  much 
they  might  regret  that  a  reconciliation  had  not  been 
effected. — The  parties  then  left  the  field. 


and  Mr.  Thomson. 


London,  29th  Dec.  1827. 


J.  R.  Hume,  M.D. 
Inspector  of  Hospitals, 
J.  O.  W.  Burn, 
Lieut.  53rd  Regiment. 


